
June 28, 1971 

Honorable Stuart Symington 
Foreign Kelationr Committee 
United Steter Senate 
Warhington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator mington, 

I am writing to ask you to consider an amplification of the 
legirlative context of ratification of the Genocide Convent&on 
which use reported out of the Foreign Relations Committee some weeks 
ago. I am concerned that the actual language of the convention may 
be taken up in a way never intended by it6 proponcntr, namely to 
inrpire a legal challeuge to our defense str&tegy. There ir ample 
bosls for debating the ls6ue@ of mutual deterrence without being 
encumbered by additional legal arguments. Keverthelerr, in the 
language of the convention a6 it now otandr there would appear to be 
a plausible barir for indicting principle officer6 of the United 
Water government a6 partier to 6 conrpfracy to practice genocide, 
namely in the fomulation of strategic plan6 for “a66ured dertruction*‘. 
Ihe language of the convention 6eeIs to leave little room for arguaaent 
ou thir point, and it lo ersy to foreree that many group6 may seek 
recourse to the federal courts ao a mean6 of hararring if hot impeding 
ruch rtrategier. 

Hy concern about this which ua6 expresmd in a letter to Dr. Kissinger 
wa6 aimply not understood by the State Department Official uho recponded 
to it. It we6 revised by the recent l ppeaxance of the enclored article by 
Mr. Hartley and by it6 very title. 

Thi6 i6 not au argument rgafnst the Genocide Convention, merely a 
plea to enter 606u2 cautionary language that uould bar the convention or 
any a6rociated legi6latfon from offering 8 tempting target for litigation. 
Tour oun legal coun&would be better qualified to devise the simplest 
way6 of achieving the desired rewlt. It might be sufficient for the 
legislative record on the ratification to include an unrebutted underrtanding 
that the convention doe6 not llait the right of any goverment to undertake 
military plans related to the security and rurvival of the nation. 

In making thi6 ruggeotlon I do not brurh amide the moral argument6 
against threatened ma6s reprisal but I do not believe that attracting the 
label “genocidal” will enhance the quality of thr- debate or of our 
judgment6 thereouu Furthermre, if ruch a label acquires any rtandlng 
whatsoever in a judicial proceeding even the eventual disposition of the 
argument, which I vould not doubt, would still leave a residue daaraglug 
to the reputation and arota of the country. 

Sincerely your6, 

Jo6hua Lederberg - ROfC66Or Of tinetiC 


